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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: Claim 22 has been amended to recite "dynamically". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 12-14, 17-21, 23-25, 35-38, 47, 48 and 51-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0006621 to 
Bellinson et al. in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0124252 to Schaefer et al. 

Bellinson et al. '621 discloses: 

As concerns claims 1, 23, 24, 47 and 55, a method for monitoring Internet browsing: 
receiving a URL (universal resource locator) request (abstract lines 6-8) from a first computer 
(180,202); comparing the URL request with URL entries in an approved table (abstract lines 1 1- 
1 2; 0009) of information; if the requested URL is found in the approved table of information, 
permitting access of the URL request by the first computer (0010); if the requested URL is not 
found in the approved table of information, enabling an operator of a second computer (0036- 
server hardware) determine whether to grant access of the requested URL to the first computer 
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(0010; 0036, 212,214); gatekeeper is a module on the second computer (inherent to have a 
network interface for second computer). 

As concerns claims 2, 25 and 48, wherein the first computer is operated by a child (0039) 
and the operator of the second computer is a parent/guardian (0039). 

As concerns claims 12 and 35, wherein multiple URLs are requested by the first 
computer, each URL being placed in a queue (inherent for network device/server to have a 
buffer/memory/queue) awaiting approval (user requests multiple URLs over time). 

As concerns claim 13, the method of claim 12, wherein the queue is a limited queue with 
a maximum predetermined number of URLs allowed in the queue (inherent for buffer/memory 
to have a storage limit). 

As concerns claim 14, the method of claim 12, wherein the queue is an unlimited queue 
with no limit as to the number of URLs allowed in the queue (when queue has adequate storage 
space it can accept numerous requests). 

As concerns claims 36 and 51, wherein permitting access of the URL request by the first 
computer if the requested URL is found in the approved table of information comprises: 
accessing a Web page identified by the requested URL (0010); and routing the Web page to the 
first computer for browsing (0010). 

As concerns claim 17, the method of claim 15, wherein the URL request is logged (figure 

4). 

As concerns claims 18, 37 and 56, further comprising updating (figure 4) the table of 
information if the URL request is approved. 
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As concerns claims 19 and 38, further comprising updating (figure 4; 288) a table of 
denied URLs if the URL request is denied. 

As concerns claims 20 and 52, further comprising sending a message to the first 
computer indicating denial of the URL request if the URL request is denied (browser will not 
display page thus resulting as a "message" request is denied). 

As concerns claims 21 and 53, further comprising enabling an operator of a third 
computer (0027-distributed network would have a third computer) to determine whether to 
grant access of the requested URL to the first computer when the operator of the second 
computer is unavailable and the requested URL is not found in the approved table of 
information, wherein the operator of the first computer comprises a child, the operator of the 
second computer comprises a parent/guardian and the operator of the third computer comprises 
one of a trusted friend and family member (0039). 

As concerns claim 24, an article comprising: a storage medium having a plurality of 
machine accessible instructions, wherein when the instructions are executed by a processor, the 
instructions provide for receiving a URL (universal resource locator) request (abstract lines 6-8) 
from a first computer (180,202); comparing the URL request with URL entries in an approved 
table (abstract lines 11-12; 0009) of information; if the requested URL is found in the approved 
table of information, permitting access of the URL request by the first computer (00 10); if the 
requested URL is not found in the approved table of information, enabling an operator of a 
second computer (0036-scrvcr hardware) to determine whether to grant access of the requested 
URL to the first computer (0010; 0036, 212,214; 0039). 
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Bellinson et al. '621 do not explicitly disclose wherein the operator of the second 
computer is notified that access to the web page has been granted to the first computer. 

Schaefer et al. '252 teach notifying a second computer that access has been granted via a 
plurality of devices comprising a cell phone (0015, 0016, 0018). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the system of Bellinson et al. '621 with an alert as taught by Schaefer et al. 
'252, in order to provide a means of monitoring another users activities. Such a modification is a 
combination of known elements yielding predictable results. 

4. Claim 22, as best understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0006621 to Bellinson et al. in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2003/0097452 to Kim et al. 

As concerns claim 1, a method for monitoring Internet browsing: receiving a URL 
(universal resource locator) request (abstract lines 6-8) from a first computer (180,202); 
comparing the URL request with URL entries in an approved table (abstract lines 1 1-12; 0009) 
of information; if the requested URL is found in the approved table of information, permitting 
access of the URL request by the first computer (0010); if the requested URL is not found in the 
approved table of information, enabling an operator of a second computer (0036-server 
hardware) determine whether to grant access of the requested URL to the first computer (0010; 
0036,212,214). 

Bellinson et al. '621 do not explicitly disclose the second computer includes a television 
connected to a home network. 

Kim et al. '452 teach a television (300) connected to a home network (figure 1 ). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the system of Bellinson et al. '621 with a television, as taught by Kim et al. 
'452, in order to utilize conventional home appliances thus saving the user space and money. 
Such a modification is a combination of known elements yielding predictable results. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 49 and 50 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

6. Claims 3-11, 26-34, 39-42, 44 and 45 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed September 2, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues Schaefer et al. do not teach the use of web pages or URL's. 
Bellinson et al. disclose web pages and URL's and the teaching reference of Schaefer provides 
for an alert for monitoring a particular users activities. 

As concerns claims 47 and 55, the applicant argues Bellinson et al. nor Schaeffer et al. 
teach the operator views at least a portion of a web page prior to granting or denying access. This 
limitation is recited in the claim as a conditional limitation since it is preceded by the term "if, 
thus if the condition is not satisfied this limitation need not be addressed. 

As concerns claim 22, the claims have been given the broadest reasonable interpretation 
and the prior art teaches the limitation, even with the inclusion of the term "dynamically". The 
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applicant has not indicated where support for this term is found in the original disclosure and 
how such a term would now render the claim distinguishable from the prior art. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John B. Walsh whose telephone number is 571-272-7063. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information 
regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/7 1 2,64 1 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2451 

either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John B. Walsh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 245 1 



